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SPEAfiER LUEDTK:"'. Senator Lamb, do you wisn to say anything
further with regard to your amendment? All right. Those
of y"ou who wish to speak, do ycu wish to speak to the Lamb
amendment? Senator Carsten, ,ou want to speak to the Lamb
amendment?

SEIJATGR CARSTEIJ: Nr. President, members of the Legislature,
I believe that the Lamb amendment to the Newell amendment,
as well as the IJewell amendment 1tself, is only reiteratin:,
what the Board of Equalization can and should be doing now.
It would appear.... I appreciate Senator Newell's attempt
to make it more palatable. I really don't think tnat we' re
~oing to do too much with the bill if we amend it this way.
it wcu. d appear that we' ll only be revertinp right back to
wnere we are now. I think the Board of Equalization, in its
wisdom and the progections that it has to the best of 1ts
knowledge, tries desperately to do that now. B ut f o r v ar i o u s
factors tnat are involved it's diff1cult to make it come cut
to exact numbers and dollars. From time to time i. varies
one way and tne other. Thank you, Nr. President.

SPEAKER LVEDTKE: Chair recognizes Senator Kahle. Do you
w1sh to speak to the Lamb amendment to the Newell amendment?

SENATOR KAHLE: PJr. Chairman, members of the body, I think
that we' re accused many times of passing bills that are not
necessary. I do not support any of the amendments o r t h e
b i l l . Tha n k y o u .

S PEAYEP. LVEDTKE: C h a i r r eco g n i z e s S enato r D worak . Do you
wish to speak to the amendment, Senator Dworak?

SENATOR DNORAK: I rise in support of Senator Lamb's amend
ment. I th1nk we'd get over the problem of semantics, as
to definition between "shall" and "should". The two words
have very fine differential in meaning. They both indicate
and imply an obligation, a future obligation and a necessity.
I think the Lamb amendment, coming in witn the word "may",
accomplisnes exactly what Senator Newell would like to do
because ne's indicating he doesn't like a word as strong as
"shall". Consequently, se's gone to a word less strong with
"should". But I think the similarity between the two word
are very close. Senator Lamb, in his wisdom, has come
forward with the word "may" which accomplishes what Senator
;Jewell initially attempted to accomplish.

S PEAKER LUEDTKE: Senator F r ank Lewi s .

SENATOR F. LEWIS: Nr. President, certainly I think all of
you would be interested to note that this part of the kini
of exercise that appears on a competency test, 1n termsof
minimum competency. So perhaps we could bring that forward.
Ne could even use "can" if we wanted to now. T he quest i o n ,
I guess, that comes to us is in terms of semantics. Those
words are very clear and they' re easy to define. " Shal l "
means y ou must . "Should" means you ought to. "Play" mears
you can if you want to. That is very clear. T here 1s n o t
a close difference between " shal l " a n d " s h o u l d " , neithe .
i s t h e r e i n "may", other than the fact that tney botn s tar t
witn the same letter, which some people have trouble with
tnat because literation is important to them, repetition of
the initial sound. I don't know, in terms of wnat we' re
trying to do, but I think the "may" part of this particular
b111 destroys anything tnat the bill would say. The b i l l


